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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

T. N. Truong 
Group: 1624 


In re Application of: 
G. BREIPOHL et al 
Serial No.: 10/031,121 
Filed: March 20, 2002 
For: 1,4,5,6-... .INHIBITOR 


475 Park Avenue South 
New York, N.Y. 10016 
July 2, 2004 


RESPONSE 


Commissioner for Patents 
RO. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Sir: 


"Express Mall" mailin^^labej 

Date of Deposit T^ym ^ 

1 hereby certify that this pcpcr or fee ie 
being dc-Ti'-cU with the Ur..it--l Ctctea Postal 
Servico '\ I'lil Post C'-iico fo Adrlressee- 

servici i . : . 7 C.-a 1.10 cn C c indicated 
above und i- c \:.rccsed to the Cc-":-i.-ioner for 
Eatants, P.O. tflx FfSO, Alexandria, VA 2231J-1450 


Responsive to the office action of March 5, 2004, AppUcants request 
reconsideration of the application in view of the remarks presented herein. 


The claims in the application are claims 1 to 5 and 1 1, all other claims having 
been cancelled. Applicants have noted with pleasure that the Examiner indicated that 
claims 3 and 4 are deemed to be drawn to allowable subject matter. It should be noted 
that the Examiner deemed that claim 5 was a product-by-process claim which is an 
inaccurate statement since claim 5 is dependent upon process claim 3 wherein the 
reaction product firom the reaction of the compounds of Formulae II and III, is reacted 
with an acid to form the acid addition salt of the compound of Formula IV. Therefore, it 
is deemed that it is a proper process claim. 


